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'f_?"" ;TA“-C and CAC review May-July 2004

April-July 2004

= Final Draft & Adoption Aug/Oct 2004



~ Governance Structures for The State
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HIEC Q!E position of the TAC was based on the SAMP topic
~ — Habi afand Environmental Assets
=—=Cu|f’ra| and' Historical Assets
~ — Water Quality - Bacteria Section
— Water Quality - Nutrient Section
~— Economic Assets
— Recreational Use
— Framework for Management

— Natural Hazard Mitigation
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* RIGIS database
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' Measurlng Tool: Quantitative Survey measuring
~perceptions of fairness and trust
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> rlow ,md \/\4 enrare judgments of fairness & trust formed?
. \/\/h:r'r (r"t-r fiorm judgments of fairness?

- /\/m art of the process needs to be adapted?

2 _J\zt# Sure judgments before the outcome

*‘Esta’bllsh a quantitative baseline of perceptions for
“long-term studies



Falfne

~ -
Wstiﬁw

(¢

C) (.

£0IIIGIautnority 1o others increases risk
2lirthie decision-makers be trusted?

iyou ao ‘not know, then base judgement on
I SS

Eairness Judgment serves as a rule-of-thumb for
-—jntérpretmg future events and outcomes

= Fairness judgment formed at early stages
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J‘Jee umty, Representation, Voice
ﬂﬂence

= Ccountablllty
* Feedback, Accuracy, Access

* Overall fairness judgment
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Other Criteria fBj e%ﬂﬁb-
Quality offSAMP. Process

IeIEdgeroirVianagers and CAC

> Trus

ST EX] e:'nces with Managers (History)
= :*_';5‘_ Withr process

=

J"*us o actations for public involvement
—.T |me_ to create plan

* Stakeholder Group
* Suggestions for improving process
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Perceptions of Fairness

Owerall, a fair process

Influence
IE ]
S .
2 Adequate Voice
G _

Accountability

Receptivity

1.00 2.00 3.00
Value (4 is Strongly Agree)

0.00

Overall, the CAC is sitting on the fence...



Quality of the Process

Frustrated with planning process - |

Expect higher quality process - |

Plenty of time to discuss issues |

Good History with CRMC

Criteria

CRMC Knowledgable

Trust CRMC - |

CAC knowledgable -

Comfortable talking at meetings ‘ ‘ !
0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00

Values (4 is Strongly Agree)

4.00

*Despite poor history, Trust is neutral

*Need more time to talk and not listen
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Aclzl o"r ning and participation process early
jierventions on stakeholder groups and
fic speots of fairness

~ard useful for Communlcatlng to politicians

evaluationef ..
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> Tools: ~1'I)'I)hr4e' , applied; analperceived
VEESUIE rI" |S|on making structure

> Melgs e roved the way decision-makers drafted
oh_( :and recommendations of SAMP

00ls helped to fill in the gaps

= ‘"’I‘cels provide new ground for consensus
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